UNITED S- <ES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent ar rademark Office 

Address: COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 
Washington. DC. 20231 



APPLICATION NUMBER 



FILING DATE 



| FIRST 



NAMED APPLICANT 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 



(0 ijrf/fy <°/ /<jA** 



EXAMINER 



ART UNIT 



I 



PAPER NUMBER 1 

F 



DATE MAILED: 



INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
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9o0 



i) 



( 2 L JAy M-u trJYfrO TOjjf ^ 4 &f_ 

Data of interview ff/ /fl 3 ■ J 

Type: □ Telephonic □ Personal (copy is given to □applicant □ applicant's representative). 
Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: □ Yes □ No If yes, brief description: 



Agreement £] was reached. □ was not reached. 
Claim(s) discussed: ; 



Identification of prior art discussed:. 



Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached, or any other comments:— 



( A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments, if available, which the examiner agreed would render the claims allowable 
must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments which would render the claims allowable is available, a summary thereof must be 
attached.) ■ 

1 . L/5 It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview. 

Unless the paragraph above has been checked to indicate to the contrary. A FORMAL WRITTEN RESPONSE TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION 
IS NOT WAIVED AND MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a response to the last Office 
action has are ready been filed, APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE 
SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. 

2. D Since the Examiner's interview summary above (including any attachments) reflects a complete response to each of the objections, 

rejections and requirements that may be present in the last Office action, and since the claims are now allowable, this completed form 
is considered to fulfill the response requirements of the last Office action. Applicant is not relieved from providing a separate record, of. 
the interview unless box 1 above is also checked. 

Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an attachment to another form. 

FORM PTOL-413 (REV.1-96) 



Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, Section 713.04 Substance of Interview must Be Made of Record 

HtSES? ST S,alem f nt as to ,he subs{an ce of arjyjace-lo-iace or telephone interview, with regard to an application must be madn nf mcnM >n ,h» 
app l ic a tion whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. tsgaaj rung 

§1.133 Interviews 
« « * • • 

« (b) In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reason* mh«hu«h a* th« 
U1™. 5SSSS £) raWe 8Cti0n ^ ^ ^ ^ aPP ' iCanL ^ int6fVleW ^ ^ fem0Ve ^ neCeSSitV <0 ~Tet 

§ 1.2. Business to be transacted in writing. All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writina The personal attendant of 
applicants or their attorneys ^agents at the Patent and Trademark Office is unnecessary. The-action of the Patent anS ?nide3 OffS 'JSSb^SSSSS£ 
on toe written record in the Off.ce. No attention will be paid to any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which mere to ?d?agr?elntt 

to recort*^ ° HiCe ° ann0t b8 baS6d exc,usive, y on tbe written record in Office if that record is itself incomplete through the failure 

h* « 1V» IS? hS^? M aPP ' iCa . nt ° f lhe a S n8y ° r a9enl 10 make the substance of an intef v«w of record in the application file, unless the examiner indicates 
wtentabiliW * respons,bil,l y t0 see that such * record is made and t0 .correct material inaccuracies which bear directly on the question of 



Examiners must complete a two-sheet carbon interleaf Interview Summary Form for each interview held after January 1 , 1 976 where a matter of substance has 
ttSSESZSS H- ' nt ^!^y checkJng the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks in neat handwritten form using a ban ffiaT.SS^ 
only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Sectional 2 01 of the Manual of Patent 
Examining Procedure, or pointing out typographical errors or unreadabte script in Office acttorrcOr the like, *£J^t^^^ nC^S^SS 

wrJrHfr '^^^"T* ■ F ? mi f^" b6 T*" 1 ™ a PP ro P riate P a P er number . P'aced In the right Hand portion of the file, and listed on the -Contents" list on the file 
wrapper. The docket and senal reg.ster cards need not be updated to reflect interviews. In a personal interview, the duplicate copy of the Forth Amoved and qlven 
to the app leant or attorney or agent) at the conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephonic interview, the copy is mailed l to X SStu!!SSmSSi 

dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the telephonic interview rather.than with the next official communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 
-Serial Number of the application 

- Name of applicant 
-Name of examiner 
-Date of interview 

- Type of interview (personal or telephonic) 

- Name of particlpant(s)) (applicant, attorney or agent, etc.) 

-An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

-An identification of the claims discussed 

-An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

'"^JHS^l!!^Z- m asre ° ment ( was "J** 8 nd if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by attachment of a copy 
contrTrJ) orc,a,ms agreed as ^"S a « 0 " abf e)- (Agreements as to allowability are tentative and do not restrict further action by the examiner to the 

-The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview 
. - Names of other Patent and Trademark Office personnel present. 

The Form also contains a statement reminding the applicant of his responsibility to record the substance of the interview. 
«v a iIi iS desireab Jf I*? the examiner orally remind the applicant of his obligation to record the substance of the interview in each case unless both applicant and 

• f v ; 1 . ^ " '• ■ 

o7to°s^^ 8 ¥ mB ? , ir F ? T T Wit ,i "? n ° rmalty be COnsldefed a com P l8te and P r °P er recordation of the interview unless it includes, 

or is supplemented bv the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the substance of the interview: 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1 ) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an identification of the claims discussed. 

3) an identification of specific prior art discussed, 

4> ForrfcS amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the Interview Summary . 

S ^te^»t!^^^»r l !!S.Sf V !? r ? 1 ?TJ of P^P? 1 a 'guments presented to the examiner. The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or 
elaborate. A verbatim o highly detailed description of the arguments is not required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature 
■ /,T'{! al ar f ments made t0 the examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to 
emphasize and fully describe those arguments which he feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner Y 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Stimmary Form completed by the examiner. 

fSS?^™ P «f , t6d f °K Ca l e l Ul ^?w Vi0W £ e . a PP {|canrs fBCOrd of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete or accurate, the examiner will qive the 
£^ 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy . 

^n^^nnT^V °! Wh f/ i°° k ^ a{ the Me ™° W should be careful,y chol * ad ,0 ^ accuracy of any argument or statemenl attributed to the 

examiner during the. interview. If there is an inaccuracy and it bears directly on the question of patentability, it should be pointed out in the next Office letter \t he 
claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth his or her version of the statement la t ^ to h^thant^ 

ZSS&ZSE!': eXaminer Sh ° U,d PlaCQ indiCa,, '° n " merVieW reCOfd ° K " 00 thS ™~ reC ° rding the SUbstance of the -toiview a£ng with Z date Id 
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